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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Amundsen 
(5,485,857). 

Regarding claim 26, Amundsen shows an apparatus capable for attachment to 
an extended suction set of the type having a double lumen hose, comprising: a double 
lumen fitting (the outlet of channel 34 and the inlet of channel 36) that is capable of 
receiving a dual hose fitting, an integral female hose coupling (the inlet of channel 34) 
that is capable of receiving a male hose coupling, and a fluid passageway providing a 
fluid communication path from the female hose coupling to the double lumen fitting such 
that when the garden hose is attached to the female hose coupling (18), such that 
substantially all the water flowing through the garden hose will be directed through the 
cleaning cap and both of the double lumens of the extend suction set. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 1-3, 6-9, 19, 20, 22 and 23 are rejected, as best understood, under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lewis (6,488,216) in view of Pujol 
(6,328,639). 

Regarding claim 1, Lewis shows an apparatus comprising; a paint cup (33), a 
cleaning cap (14) having: a first fitting (where the lid connects to the cup) for receiving a 
paint cup (33), a second fitting (16), that is capable of being connected to a garden 
hose, and having at least one aperture (17) in fluid communication therewith, with 
substantially all the fluid being directed into the paint cup (figure 1), and an outlet 
passage (20) providing an outlet fluid communication path from an interior of the cap to 
an exterior of the cap, and at least one barrier (26) in the outlet passageway blocking 
the expulsion of any one of a set of parts from within the paint cup (the barrier 26 would 
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in fact block parts form leaving through the outlet 20), wherein the at least one barrier is 
a plurality of fins (the Crosshatch that makes up the barrier) aligned with a direction of 
fluid flow in the outlet fluid communication path, but does not specifically disclose that 
the paint cup includes parts to be cleaned which had been in contact with paint form the 
paint spray gun. 

However, Pujol shows a cup (32) that is used to clean small parts that have been 
in contact with paint (column 3, lines 45-50) from a paint spray gun, with a high- 
pressure fluid. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the applicant's invention to clean small parts that have been in contact with 
paint form the paint spray gun into the paint cup in order to clean them, so that the small 
parts do not get lost, as taught by Pujol (abstract). 

Regarding claim 2, the Lewis as modified by Pujol, does not disclose that the first 
fitting includes a first set of threads. However, Pujol shows a cap (40) that is attached to 
a cup (32) via threads (column 3, line 30). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to add threads to the 
first fitting of the cleaning cap, in order to make the cap easily removable. 

Regarding claim 3, the second fitting of the cleaning cap has a second set of 
threads (figure 2). 

Regarding claim 6, the cleaning cap (14) has an inlet fluid communication path 
(17) from the second fitting to the interior of the cap 

Regarding claims 7-9, the inlet fluid communication path includes first and 
second apertures (any two of the holes in the radial grid (cross bars) shown to be 
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located in the inlet (17) of figure 3, the first and second apertures being of sufficient size 
to prevent the set of parts which are contained in the paint cup from passing through the 
apertures. 

Regarding claims 20, 22 and 23, the outlet passage includes a fluid permeable 
barrier (26) that has openings sufficiently large to permit the flow of water from the 
interior to the exterior of the cap wherein the openings are small enough to block the 
expulsion of any of the parts to be cleaned, wherein the at least one barrier is a plurality 
of fins (the Crosshatch that makes up the barrier) aligned with a direction of fluid flow in 
the outlet fluid communication path, the distance between the fins being smaller than 
the smallest part of be cleaned. 

Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lewis (6,488,216) in view of Pujol (6,328,639), further in view of Hubert (3,194,444). 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, Lewis as modified by Pujol does not specifically 
disclose that the second set of threads are female three quarter by eleven and a half 
standard hose coupling threads. However, Hubert shows a cleaning devise similar to 
that of the present invention that has a female hose fitting that is used for a conventional 
garden hose. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the applicant's invention to make the second set of threads female three 
quarter by eleven and a half standard hose coupling threads in order to be able to 
connect the cleaning device to a conventional garden hose. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 10-18 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10/2/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding the applicant's arguments concerning the 102 rejection of claim 26 as 
anticipated by Amundsen, it is respectively noted that when a garden hose is connected 
to the inlet channel 34, all the fluid from the garden hose will flow through the inlet 
lumen and fill up the container 40. After the container is full substantially all the fluid that 
comes form the garden hose will then flow into the second lumen (36) of the double 
lumen set. It is also noted that since the claim uses the transitional word "including," at 
the end of the preamble, the prior art used to reject the claim can include additional 
items not recited in the claim, such as the container 40. 

Regarding the applicant's arguments concerning the 103 rejection of Lewis in 
view of Pujol, it is respectively noted that element 20 is an outlet to the container 33. 
Lewis disclosed element 20 as a pressure release member, and since it is used to get 
fluid from inside the container to the exterior of the container, then it is by definition a 
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fluid outlet. Element 20 includes a barrier 26, that will prevent any parts that are inside 
the paint cup (33) form exiting through the particular outlet (20). 

Regarding applicant's arguments towards claim 7, the grid shown in figure 3 
creates first and second apertures in the inlet fluid communication path. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason J. Boeckmann whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2708. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 - 5:00 m-f, first Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kevin P. Shaver can be reached on (571) 272-4720. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JJB ^ Q V/l 6/0^ 



